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Type: a)D Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 
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Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussion focused on the amended language in claim one 
regarding cumulative credit exposure anticipated to exist over a period of time. Tozzoli shows credit exposure 
anticipated to exist over time as cited in final rejection. Discussion regarding current application paragraph 102 where 
the language refers to anticipated cumulative credit exposure assuming a credit is paid in advance. As worded, 
Examiner finds that Tozzoli reads on application. Attorney is going to review the specification for distinguishing 
characteristics over Tozzoli, consult with inventors to clarify distinguishing material, and submit a proposal to Examiner 
for review. Examiner will advise upon receipt. . 



